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S. 1210
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL,
the name of the Senator from Michigan
(Mr. PETERS) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1210, a bill to amend the Lacey
Act Amendments of 1981 to clarify pro-
visions enacted by the Captive Wildlife
Safety Act, to further the conservation
of certain wildlife species, and for
other purposes.
S. 1302
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the
names of the Senator from Maine (Mr.
KING) and the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1302, a bill to amend title
IT of the Social Security Act to repeal
the Government pension offset and
windfall elimination provisions.
S. 1308
At the request of Mr. WICKER, the
name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr.
KELLY) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1308, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide a credit to
issuers of American infrastructure
bonds.
S. 1353
At the request of Mr. PETERS, the
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
PORTMAN) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 1353, a bill to promote United States
values and fulfill agency missions
through the use of innovative applied
artificial intelligence technologies, and
for other purposes.
S. 1441
At the request of Mr. WICKER, the
names of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms.
HIRONO), the Senator from Hawaii (Mr.
SCcHATZ) and the Senator from Mis-
sissippi (Mrs. HYDE-SMITH) were added
as cosponsors of S. 1441, a bill to appro-
priate an additional amount to im-
prove the Navy shipyard infrastructure
of the United States.
S. 1469
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the
name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1469, a bill to amend the
McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance
Act to meet the needs of homeless chil-
dren, youth, and families, and honor
the assessments and priorities of local
communities.
S. 1475
At the request of Mr. THUNE, the
names of the Senator from Arkansas
(Mr. B0OOZMAN) and the Senator from
Arizona (Mr. KELLY) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1475, a bill to amend the
Clean Air Act to prohibit the issuance
of permits under title V of that Act for
certain emissions from agricultural
production.
S. 1491
At the request of Ms. SMITH, the
name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mrs. CAPITO) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1491, a bill to amend the
Public Health Service Act to improve
obstetric care in rural areas.
S. 1511
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the
name of the Senator from Texas (Mr.
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CRrUZ) was added as a cosponsor of S.
15611, a bill to amend the Omnibus
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of
1968 with respect to payments to cer-
tain public safety officers who have be-
come permanently and totally disabled
as a result of personal injuries sustain
in the line of duty, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 1520
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND,
the names of the Senator from Mis-
souri (Mr. HAWLEY), the Senator from
Kansas (Mr. MORAN) and the Senator
from Kansas (Mr. MARSHALL) Wwere
added as cosponsors of S. 1520, a bill to
reform the disposition of charges and
convening of courts-martial for certain
offenses under the Uniform Code of
Military Justice and increase the pre-
vention of sexual assaults and other
crimes in the military.
S. 1522
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the
name of the Senator from Louisiana
(Mr. KENNEDY) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1522, a bill to allow reciprocity
for the carrying of certain concealed
firearms.
S. 1535
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the
name of the Senator from New Mexico
(Mr. HEINRICH) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 15635, a bill to designate as wil-
derness certain Federal portions of the
red rock canyons of the Colorado Pla-
teau and the Great Basin Deserts in the
State of Utah for the benefit of present
and future generations of people in the
United States.
S. 1555
At the request of Mr. MARSHALL, the
name of the Senator from Texas (Mr.
CRUZ) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1555, a bill to shorten the extension,
and the amount, of Federal Pandemic
Unemployment Compensation in order
to get Americans back to work.
S. 1559
At the request of Mr. TILLIS, the
name of the Senator from Arizona (Ms.
SINEMA) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1559, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow certain
qualified over-the-counter securities to
be treated as readily traded on an es-
tablished securities market for the pur-
pose of diversification requirements for
employee stock ownership plans.
S. CON. RES. 9
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the
names of the Senator from Oklahoma
(Mr. INHOFE) and the Senator from
Maine (Ms. COLLINS) were added as co-
sponsors of S. Con. Res. 9, a concurrent
resolution supporting the Local Radio
Freedom Act.

———

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Mr.
RUBIO, and Ms. DUCKWORTH):

S. 1581. A bill to require the Adminis-

trator of the Federal Emergency Man-

agement Agency to carry out a pilot
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program to enhance the mapping of
urban flooding and associated property
damage and the availability of that
mapped data to homeowners, busi-
nesses, and localities to help under-
stand and mitigate the risk of such
flooding, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the text of the
bill be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the text of
the bill was ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:

S. 1581

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“Flood Map-
ping Modernization and Homeowner Em-
powerment Pilot Program Act of 2021"°.

SEC. 2. FLOOD MAPPING MODERNIZATION AND
HOMEOWNER EMPOWERMENT PILOT
PROGRAM.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-
trator’” means the Administrator of the Fed-
eral Emergency Management Agency.

(2) CoASTAL.—The term ‘‘coastal” means,
with respect to a unit of general local gov-
ernment, that the unit borders a body of
water that—

(A) is more than 2,000 square miles in size;
and

(B) is not a river.

(3) PELAGIC.—The term ‘‘pelagic’’ means,
with respect to a unit of general local gov-
ernment, that—

(A) the unit is a coastal unit; and

(B) the body of water that the unit borders
is—

(i) an ocean; or

(ii) a large, open body of water, including a
bay or a gulf, that empties into an ocean.

(4) PILOT PROGRAM.—The term ‘‘pilot pro-
gram’ means the pilot program carried out
by the Administrator under this section.

(5) URBAN FLOODING.—The term ‘‘urban
flooding”’—

(A) means the inundation, by water, of
property in a built environment, particularly
in a densely populated area, that—

(i) is caused by falling rain—

(I) collecting on an impervious surface; or

(IT) increasing the level of a body of water
that is located near that built environment;
and

(ii) overwhelms the capacity of drainage
systems in the built environment, such as
storm sewers;

(B) includes—

(i) a situation in which stormwater enters
a building through a window, door, or other
opening;

(ii) the backup of water through a sewer
pipe, shower, toilet, sink, or floor drain;

(iii) the seepage of water through a wall or
a floor;

(iv) the accumulation of water on property
or a public right-of-way; and

(v) the overflow from a body of water, such
as a river, lake, or ocean; and

(C) does not include flooding in an undevel-
oped or agricultural area.

(6) URBANIZED AREA.—The term ‘‘urbanized
area’” means an area that has been defined
and designated as an urbanized area by the
Bureau of the Census during the most re-
cently completed decennial census.

(b) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Administrator
shall carry out a pilot program to make
grants to units of local government to—
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(1) enhance the production of maps relat-
ing to urban flooding and associated prop-
erty damage; and

(2) increase the availability of the maps de-
scribed in paragraph (1) to homeowners, busi-
nesses, and units of local government to en-
able those entities to minimize the risk of
urban flooding.

(c) OBJECTIVES.—Amounts from grants
made under the pilot program may be used
only to carry out activities that meet the
following objectives:

(1) Developing a methodology for assessing
the risk of urban flooding through the de-
ployment of technology-based mapping tools
that—

(A) are easily understandable by the pub-
lic; and

(B) effectively convey information regard-
ing the level of flood risk.

(2) Providing structure-specific projections
of annual chance flood frequency.

(3) Providing structure-based flood risk as-
sessments.

(4) Providing program design for the miti-
gation of the risk of urban flooding.

(5) Incorporating information regarding
climate trends into urban flooding risk as-
sessments.

(6) Making the information described in
this subsection publicly available on the
internet through a web-based portal so as to
increase transparency regarding homeowner
flood risks.

(d) ELIGIBLE RECIPIENTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—A grant under the pilot
program may be made only to—

(A) a unit of general local government that
is located in an urbanized area with a popu-
lation of more than 50,000 individuals; or

(B) a stormwater management authority of
a unit of general local government described
in subparagraph (A).

(2) ONE-TIME GRANTS.—A grant under the
pilot program may not be made to—

(A) any unit of general local governmental,
or the stormwater management authority of
a unit of general local government, that pre-
viously received a grant under the pilot pro-
gram;

(B) any unit of general local government if
the stormwater management agency for that
unit previously received a grant under the
pilot program; or

(C) any stormwater management agency of
a unit of general local government if that
unit previously received a grant under the
pilot program.

(3) TREATMENT OF CERTAIN STORMWATER
MANAGEMENT AUTHORITIES.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a
stormwater management authority that op-
erates with respect to more than 1 unit of
general local government, the application of
that authority shall be considered for pur-
poses of paragraph (2) of this subsection and
subsections (f), (g), and (h)(1) to be made for
the largest unit of general local government
with respect to which that authority oper-
ates.

(B) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
subparagraph (A) may be construed to limit
the ability of a stormwater management au-
thority described in that subparagraph to
carry out activities under a demonstration
project in any other jurisdiction in, or with
respect to any other unit of local govern-
ment with, which that authority operates.

(e) APPLICATIONS.—To be eligible for a
grant under the pilot program, a unit of gen-
eral local government or a stormwater man-
agement agency shall submit to the Admin-
istrator an application in such form and con-
taining such information as the Adminis-
trator shall require.

(f) SELECTION OF RECIPIENTS.—

(1) ANNUAL SELECTION.—Subject to para-
graph (2), and to the submission of approv-
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able applications, in each fiscal year for
which amounts are made available for grants
under the pilot program, the Administrator
shall select, from among applications sub-
mitted under subsection (e) for that fiscal
year, 3 units of general government or
stormwater management authorities to re-
ceive grants under the pilot program.

(2) AGGREGATE LIMIT.—Subject only to the
submission of approvable applications, the
Administrator shall select, in the aggregate
over the entire duration of the pilot pro-
gram, 12 units of general government or
stormwater management authorities to re-
ceive grants under the pilot program, as fol-
lows:

(A) TIER 1.—Three of the applicants se-
lected shall be units of general local govern-
ment, or stormwater management authori-
ties for those units, each of which has a pop-
ulation of more than 800,000 individuals, as
follows:

(i) PELAGIC COASTAL CITY.—One shall be—

(I) a unit of general local government that
is a pelagic unit; or

(IT) a stormwater authority for a unit de-
scribed in subclause (I).

(ii) NON-PELAGIC COASTAL CITY.—One shall
be—

(I) a unit of general local government
that—

(aa) is a coastal unit; and

(bb) is not a pelagic unit; or

(IT) a stormwater authority for a unit de-
scribed in subclause (I).

(iii) NON-COASTAL CITY.—One shall be—

(I) a unit of general local government that
is not a coastal unit; or

(IT) a stormwater authority for a unit de-
scribed in subclause (I).

(B) TIER 2.—Six of the applicants selected
shall be units of general local government,
or stormwater management authorities for
those units, each of which has a population
of more than 200,000 individuals and not
more than 800,000 individuals, as follows:

(i) COASTAL CITIES.—Three shall be—

(I) units of general local government that
are coastal units; or

(IT) stormwater management authorities
for units described in subclause (I).

(ii) NON-COASTAL CITIES.—Three shall be—

(I) units of general local government that
are not coastal units; or

(IT) stormwater management authorities
for units described in subclause (I).

(C) TiER 3.—Three of the applicants se-
lected shall be—

(i) units of general local government, each
of which has a population of more than 50,000
individuals and not more than 200,000 indi-
viduals; or

(ii) stormwater management authorities
for units described in clause (i).

(g) PRIORITY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall
select applicants for grants under the pilot
program based on the extent to which the
applications of those applicants shall
achieve the objectives described in sub-
section (c).

(2) TIERS 2 AND 3.—In selecting applicants
to receive grants under the pilot program
under subparagraphs (B) and (C) of sub-
section (f)(2), the Administrator shall give
priority to applicants—

(A) that are highly vulnerable to sea level
rise;

(B) within which are located a military in-
stallation or another facility relating to na-
tional security concerns; or

(C) that have—

(i) populations that are highly vulnerable
to urban flooding; and

(ii) an uneven capacity for flood mitigation
and response efforts resulting from socio-
economic factors.

(h) AMOUNT.—
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(1) CONSIDERATIONS.—In determining the
amount of a grant under the pilot program,
the Administrator shall consider the popu-
lation of the grant recipient, which may be
considered in terms of the tier under sub-
section (f)(2) with respect to the recipient.

(2) FEDERAL SHARE.—The amount of a
grant under the pilot program may not ex-
ceed 75 percent of the total cost incurred in
carrying out the activities described in sub-
section (c).

(i) DURATION.—The Administrator shall re-
quire each recipient of a grant under the
pilot program to complete the activities de-
scribed in subsection (¢), which shall be, sub-
ject to subsection (h)(2), carried out using
the grant amounts, not later than 18 months
after the date on which the recipient ini-
tially receives the grant amounts under the
pilot program.

(j) USE OF CENSUS DATA.—The Adminis-
trator shall make all determinations regard-
ing population under the pilot program by
using data from the most recently completed
decennial census by the Bureau of the Cen-
sus.

(k) GRANTEE REPORTS TO FEMA.—Each re-
cipient of a grant under the pilot program
shall, not later than 30 months after the date
on which the recipient initially receives the
grant amounts, submit to the Administrator
a report that describes—

(1) the activities carried out with the grant
amounts;

(2) how the activities carried out with the
grant amounts have met the objectives de-
scribed in subsection (c);

(3) any lessons learned in carrying out the
activities described in paragraph (2); and

(4) any recommendations for future map-
ping modernization efforts by the Federal
Emergency Management Agency.

(1) BIENNIAL REPORTS BY FEMA.—Not later
than 2 years after the date of enactment of
this Act, and not less frequently than once
every 2 years thereafter until the date on
which all activities carried out with
amounts from grants under the pilot pro-
gram are completed, the Administrator shall
submit to Congress and make available to
the public on an internet website a report
that—

(1) describes—

(A) the progress of the activities carried
out with amounts from those grants; and

(B) the effectiveness of technology-based
mapping tools used in carrying out the ac-
tivities described in subparagraph (A); and

(2) with respect to the final report that the
Administrator is required to submit under
this subsection, includes recommendations
to Congress and the executive branch of the
Federal Government for implementing strat-
egies, practices, and technologies to miti-
gate the effects of urban flooding.

(m) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that, because the pilot program is
limited with respect to scope and resources,
communities that participate in the pilot
program should acknowledge that the most
successful efforts to mitigate the effects of
urban flooding—

(1) take a structural-based mitigation ap-
proach with respect to construction, which
includes—

(A) recognizing any post-storm damage
that may occur; and

(B) pursuing designs that proactively mini-
mize future flood damage;

(2) make individuals in the community
aware, through any cost-effective and avail-
able means of education, of the best ap-
proaches regarding the construction of prop-
erties that are able to survive floods, which
reduces the cost of future repairs; and

(3) encourage home and property owners to
consider the measures described in para-
graphs (1) and (2), which are the most cost-
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effective and prudent ways to reduce the im-
pact of flooding, when constructing or ren-
ovating building components.

(n) FUNDING.—There are authorized to be
appropriated for grants under the pilot pro-
gram—

(1) $1,200,000 for fiscal year 2022; and

(2) $4,300,000 for fiscal year 2023, to remain
available through fiscal year 2025.

By Mr. TUBERVILLE (for him-
self, Mr. TiLLis, and Mr.
ROUNDS):

S. 1582. A bill to provide for enhanced
Federal enforcement of, and State and
local assistance in the enforcement of,
the immigration laws of the United
States, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. TUBERVILLE. Mr. President, I
join my colleagues today during Police
Week to honor the work of our Na-
tion’s law enforcement officers.

Being a law enforcement officer is
one of the toughest jobs that there is,
but it is also foundational to a func-
tioning society. We rely on these brave
men and women to protect and serve
our country every day.

Unfortunately, many officers are
being driven out by a wave of anti-po-
lice rhetoric on the heels of bad actors
who operated outside of their training.
We need to have trust between law en-
forcement and citizens. Without it, our
society frays and decays.

Over the course of this week, my col-
leagues are sharing many stories of law
enforcement officers stepping up to
help their fellow citizens in times of
need and build trust with the commu-
nities that they serve.

We are lucky to have many brave and
honorable officers in Alabama and
around this country.

I think about Officer Jonathan
Espino from the Decatur Police De-
partment. Last year, Officer Espino re-
sponded to a medical call. A man was
trying to bring his mom back to life,
trying to perform CPR. Officer Espino
took over for the man after he arrived
and began CPR. Just before medical
personnel arrived, the woman’s heart
started beating again, and she was
gasping for air. He saved her life.

I think of Officer Wesley Harrison
from the Abbeville Police Department.
Officer Harrison received a call that a
woman was in a burning building. Offi-
cer Harrison arrived on the scene min-
utes later and was able to carry the el-
derly woman out of the structure, with
the help of another investigator.

These police officers went above and
beyond the call of duty, and lives were
saved because of their heroism. But we
know such an important job comes
with great risk. Just last week, Ala-
bama honored the 11 law enforcement
officers who gave the ultimate sacrifice
the last 2 years. In the last 2 days alone
across the United States of America,
four law enforcement officers have
been killed. We are forever grateful to
each of these officers who have laid
down their lives in service for their
community.

How would you like to every day
wake up, put a uniform on, a badge on
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your chest, a gun on your side, leave
your family, walk out the door, know-
ing it might be the last time you ever
walk into that home or see your fam-
ily? That is what happens to these law
enforcement officers every day of their
career, which is why I firmly believe
we need more support for law enforce-
ment, not less.

They need more training so they can
be better at handling difficult situa-
tions. This is especially true as we see
an uptick in mental health issues all
across this country. They need tar-
geted resources so they can recruit the
best and brightest for these important
roles in the community and across our
country. Let’s invest in the resources
that they can ensure all law enforce-
ment officers are a true force for good
for all people across their State and
across this country.

Part of keeping communities safe is
making sure our law enforcement offi-
cers have the authority they need to
enforce compliance with our current
laws. This is especially necessary as we
see a flood of immigrants coming into
our country illegally.

Right now, unless State and local law
enforcement agencies have an agree-
ment with Immigration and Customs
Enforcement, if an officer encounters
an illegal alien in the course of per-
forming their normal duties in their
hometowns, they cannot arrest or de-
tain that individual for immigration
purposes.

Right now, ICE arrests are low, even
while illegal border crossings are his-
torically high. Under President Biden’s
enforcement of our immigration laws,
which has fallen dramatically, arrests
by ICE for the last 4 months have fall-
en 66 percent. Under the Biden admin-
istration, ICE has released at least
3,700 inmates. Alarmingly, 1,800 of
those were charged or convicted of
crimes including homicide, rape, as-
sault, child abuse, and more. Secretary
Mayorkas recently limited the places
where ICE and CBP can enforce the
law. Many Federal law enforcement of-
ficers fear that the Biden administra-
tion will further restrict where they
can do their jobs.

If the Federal Government will not
enforce the immigration Ilaws, our
State and local law enforcement should
be empowered to do so. That is why
today I introduced the Empowering
Law Enforcement Act, which grants in-
herent authority to State and local of-
ficials to enforce our Nation’s immi-
gration laws.

Additionally, my bill will give Fed-
eral authorities the flexibility to ex-
tend the amount of time they can de-
tain criminal aliens. If a State or local
law enforcement entity is detaining an
alien, this bill would require Homeland
Security to take that illegal alien into
custody upon request from that entity.

The bill ensures that State and local
authorities can get reimbursed for the
cost related to the incarceration and
transportation of the alien.

The Empowering Law Enforcement
Act is about common sense. If the
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Biden administration won’t enforce the
law, let’s empower those who will. I
urge my colleagues to support this
practical solution to a very real and
very serious problem.

By Mr. KENNEDY (for himself
and Ms. SINEMA):

S. 15685. A Dbill to add suicide preven-
tion resources to school identification
cards; considered and passed.

S. 1585

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Improving
Mental Health Access for Students Act”.

SEC. 2. ADDING SUICIDE PREVENTION CONTACT
INFORMATION TO SCHOOL IDENTI-
FICATION CARDS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 487(a) of the
Higher Education Act of 19656 (20 U.S.C.
1094(a)) is amended by adding at the end the
following:

““(30)(A) In the case of an institution that
creates and distributes identification cards
for students at any time after the date of en-
actment of this paragraph, such institution
shall include phone contact information on
each such card for the following organiza-
tions:

‘(i) The National Suicide Prevention Life-
line.

‘“(ii) Crisis Text Line.

“(iii) A campus mental health center or
program, as determined by the institution.

‘“(B) In the case of an institution that does
not create and distribute identification cards
for students at any time after the date of en-
actment of this paragraph, such institution
shall publish the suicide prevention contact
information specified in subparagraph (A) on
the website of such institution.

“(C) If an organization in clause (i) or (ii)
of subparagraph (A) ceases to exist, the Sec-
retary may designate a different entity with
a similar purpose to be included on the iden-
tification card.”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by subsection (a) shall take effect be-
ginning on the day that is 1 year after the
date of enactment of this Act.

—————

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 207—DESIG-
NATING THE WEEK BEGINNING

NOVEMBER 8, 2021, AS “NA-
TIONAL  PREGNANCY CENTER
WEEK” TO RECOGNIZE THE

VITAL ROLE THAT COMMUNITY-
SUPPORTED PREGNANCY CEN-
TERS PLAY IN SAVING LIVES
AND SERVING WOMEN AND MEN
FACED WITH DIFFICULT PREG-
NANCY DECISIONS

Mr. LEE (for himself, Mr. TILLIS, Mr.
CRAMER, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. CRUZ, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. RISCH, Mr. TUBERVILLE,
Mr. BLUNT, Mr. ScoTT of Florida, Mr.
MARSHALL, Mr. HAWLEY, Ms. ERNST,
Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr.
LANKFORD, Mr. BRAUN, and Mr. GRASS-
LEY) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary:

S. RES. 207

Whereas, for more than 100 years, young

women facing unplanned pregnancies have
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